Thursday, November 24, 1881,

THE CHURCH GUARDIAN.

5

that he who would claim to be “Bishop of Bishops”
would be the forerunner of anti-christ.

Gregory the Great has left his mark deep on our
English Church history, byghis mission of Augus-
tine, which led to the conversion to Christ of the
realm of Kent and to the founding of the primatical
See of Canterbury; he has left his mark deep on
our English Church music, for who has not heard
of the Gregorian chants? and he has-left hjs mark
deep also on our English Book of Common Prayer:
no less than thirity out ot the ninety-eight Collects
now under consideration may be traced, in whole
or in part, to the Sacramentary of Gregory. . To his
pen we owe also other prayers in our Prayer Book,
which are not called Collects. The short prayer
which begins “O Gopb, whose nature and property
is ever to have mercy and to forgive ;" the final
prayer in the Litany; the second prayer in -the
Baptismal Office; and the first sentence of the first
prayer in the Burial Service.

There is one other ancient source of our Collects,
purely English in its character, to which we owe
“the constant Collect,” and fhrowgh which our
translated Collects have come from the Sacramen-
tarics of Leo, Gelasius and Gregory. Its considera-
tion must be rescrved for the second paper in this
series.
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THE REVISED VERSION OF THE NEW
TESTAMENT.

A Paper read by the REv. D. SMITH at @ Rural
Deanery BMeeting, held at Cow Bay, on St.
Lule's Day, 1881.

(Continued.)

The alterations in the text may be divided into
three classes—omissions, the marking or dracketing
of passages as doudtful, and changes.

A. The doxology at the end of the Lord's
Prayer, Matthew vi., 13 ; the question of the eunuch
and the answer «f Philip, Acts viii. 37 ; and the
celebrated passage about the Three Heavenly Wit-
nesses, 1 John v. 7, §,—are the most important
omissions j and, reluctant as we may be to surren-
der the passages, their retention cannot be justified
by any principles of criticism. The doxology at
the end of the Lord's Prayer is found in none of
the earliest and most important MSS,, the only*
Uncial MS. in which it is contained (L) being of
the Sih century. It is absent from the Latin Ver-
The Greek and Latin Fathers generally
omit it, even when they cxpound the Lord's Prayer
in detail. It rests chiefly on the authority of the
two Syriac Versions (and even this is said to be
doubtful), and most of the Cursive MSS. Dean
Alford’s explanation is that it has been interpolated
from the Liturgies. The passage in Acts viii. 37
if found in some of the Versions, including the
Vulgate as authorized by Clement VIIL in 1592,
and is quoted as Scripture by some of the Fathers.
But the manuscript authority is overwhelmingly
against it; and it is not contained in the Codex
Amiatanus, the most ancient and important MS.
of the Vulgate of St. Jerome. The probability is
that it was interpolated very early. Alford says
“the interpolation seems to have been made to suit
the formularies of the Baptismal Liturgies, it being
considered strange that the eunuch should have
been baptized without some such confession.” The
last of the omissions which I have mentioned, 1
Iohn v. 7, 8, was almost universally acknowledged
to be inevitable. The passage is contained in no
MS. of an earlier date than the 15th century. The
exact number of MSS. which contain the chapter
is not known. Xt is not less than one hundred and
seventy-five, and possibly as many: ds two hundred
and fifty. And of those only two, and these of the
15th and 16th century, can be” adduced as cortain-
ing the passage. It is found, indeed, in four other
MSS. But two of these were made from the
printed text, and must, therefore, be rejected ; -while
the other two have the addition only in the margin.-
The Vulgate is soinetimes appealed to iu support
of it ; but while if is found in the later MSS. of that-
Version, it is wanting in the earlicr.  All| the Ver-
sions, therefore, are against it. It is quoted by’
nene of  the _GreeklEathers, even, when bringing
forth proofs, f the ddetring ofBd H8ly Trinity: It
has  rested for its anthonty on some of the Latin
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+ % which: despitefully use you,” St. Matt. v.
44, a passage which we should be sorry to lose if
the precept. was not' found in St. Luke vi. 27, 28 ;
the “woe” against the Scribes and Pharisees, St.
Matthew xxiii. 14, which is probably an interpola-
tion from St. Mark xil. 40, and St. Luke xx. 473
‘the words, “and the Scripture was fulfilled which
saith, and he was numbered with the transgressors,”
Mark xv. 28, which is supposed te have found its
way into the margin from Luke xxii. 37, and been
infrodaced thence into the text ; and the passage in
St.-John v. 3, 4, about the descent of the angel and
the troubling of the waters in the pool of Bethesda.
The first of these passages is omitted without a
word of explanation.: Thc others are relegated to
the margin, in one ‘case with the remark that some
ancient authorities, and in the other cases many
ancient authorities insert them.

B. The two important passages marked as
doudtful are the last twelve verses of St. Mark's
Gospel, and the passage about the woman taken in
adultery, John vii, 53, viii. 11, The bracketing of
the latter is fully warranted by the evidence, which
is thus summarized in the marginal note : “Most of
the ancient autherities omit John vii. 53, viii. 11.
“Thase which contain it vary much from each other.
Most critics and commentators agree that the nar-
rative, although not part of St. Johw's Gospel, is
historically true. But with all due deference to the
Revisers, I am not cerlain that the evidence is so
decidedly against the last twelve verses of St. Mark,
that they should be separated from the rest of the
chapter with the marginal note: “The two oldest
Greek MSS. and some other authorities omit verse
g to the end. Some other authorities have a differ.
ent ending to the Gospel.” ‘le many readers
wholly ignorant of textual criticism this testimony,
it seems to me, would appear more decisive than it
really is. “The two oldest Greek MSS.” are the
Vatican B), and the Sinaitic (Aleph). But the
passage is found in the three MSS. next to them in
age and importance—the Codex Alexandrinus (A),
the Codex Ephrami (C), and the Codex Bezze (D).
It is found also in most of the Versions ; and is
cited by many of the Fathers, amongst them
Irenens, who wrote about A. D. 178. On the
other hand, Jcrome says that it was not contained
in most of the MSS. in his time, and Lusebins
speaks to the same effect. It is also claimed that
the internal evidence is against it genuineness, no
less than twenty-one words and expressions occur-
ring in it which are not used elsewhere by St. Mark_
The internal evidence in favour of it rests principally
on the “gphobannto gar” (for they were afraid) with
which the cighth verse ends. “This note of fear,”
says Bishop Wordsworth, “is very unlike the con-
summation of the Gospel, which communicates glad
tidings of great joy”* On the whole, it seems to
me, that the exigencies of the case would have been
met by simply adding the marginal note, without
further emphasizing the doubt by separating the
passage from the rest of the chapter.

{Since eur Rural Deanery Meeting I have read
that portion of Dr. Robert's “Companion to the
Revised Version of the New Testament,” which
deals with this passage. But it does not lead me
to modify what I have written. While acknow-
ledging the difficulty of deciding, his own view {and
that of the majority of the Revisers) is, that the
verses were added by some one immediately con-
pected with the Apostles, and are possessed of
Canonical authority. And they are, he tells us,
inserted by the Revisers as an Appendix to the
Gospel. Well, I pass by the questions suggcstcd
by thisvexplanation, 2né content myself with saying

that this was the meaning of the separation from the
context.)

C.--I pass next to the changes in the English
Version consequent on parallel changes which the
Rewsers have felt it their duty ‘to-make in the
Greek Text. The most lmportanl of these is, as is
well known, the -subiktition of “He who” for
“Gop” in 1 Timothy iil; 16. -Two-thirds of the
Revnsets must have approved of these changes.
But the, tme readmg (whether Theos, Gop, Hos,
Who. or. Ho, which) is, after all, very. doubtful ; so
mtich 50 that I am ‘almost. disposed to agree with
the Reviewer in the London Guardian of June
_xith; whoiwould “Have thzought it beiter to leave’
Lﬂl@tcxt -upaltered;sand to be contented to. state.
alternatives in the: margm ».- As 1 purpose present:.
J 19 proceed to 4 more; pMCular examination'of
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associations—*peace among mea in whom he. is
well pleased.” The change in the original is con-
ﬁncd to a single letter, “en antirapois cudokias” for
“en anthropois ewdokia;” and although the old
rcadmg is strongly supported. the ascertained read-
ings of the Yatican and Sinaitic MSS. have decided
against it, Keble, you will remember, adopts the
reading favoured by the Revisers in his beawtifal
hymn for Christmas Day, Lut with the Roman
Catholic rendering, i. ¢., taking “eudokias” as the
subjective genitive, “men of {possessing) goed will,”
instead of objeciive “men of (objects of) good will,"
“men in whom he is well pleased.”
Like circles widening round
Upon a clear Llue river,
Orb after orb, the wondrous sound
Isechoed on for cver:
“Glory to (ion on high, on carth e peace,
And Yove towards men of love— salvation and release.”

The next change is in t Peter iii. rg, where in
place of “Sanctifying the Lotd Gob in your hearts,”
the Revised Version has “Sanctify in your hearts
Christ as Lord,” a change clearly required both by
textual criticism and grammatical accuracy, and
adding onc more testimony te the Divinity of
Christ.  The last that T will notice is in Revetation
xxil. r4—"Blesscd are they that wash their robes,
that they may have the right to come to the tree of
Yife 5" where the Authorized Version reads, “Blessed
are they that do his commandments, that they may
have right nnto the tree of life.” ‘The change is
very striking, and will sccm to most of us as more
in harmony with the spirtt of the Gospel.  “Not
our own rightcousness,” but 1is *“most precious
blood” The Greek readings are, “plunontes tas
stolar auton,” and “polountei tas emtolas anton
Whichever is the true reading,it is easy to see how the
error has been made in transcribing by some early
copyist. To me it is rather surprising that the
Revisers seem not to have thought the change “of
sufficient interest or importance to deserve notice ;'
there is no allusion to it in the margin, although the
preponderance of evidence in favour of the reading
adopted is very small indeed.

Perhaps it may be worth while in this connrection
to call your attention to 1 John ii. 23. ‘The latter
part of the verse is printed in italics in the Author-
ized Version to indicatc that the translators thought -
it of doubtful authority. The “Textus Reeeptus”
omits the words altogether. Rut in the Revised
Version they are inserted in the text without italics,
mark, or comment. And the evidence for them is
so overwhelining, that { cannot conceive why they
were left out of the Textus Receptus, or marked as
doubtful in the Authorized Version.

*The MSS. of the Greek Testament are of two tlasses—
Uncials and Cursives. The Uncials, as the name denotes,
are written in capital letters, and are of much earlier date
than the Cursives. The oldest Uncial MS, is of the 4th

century ; the oldest Cursive of the gth.

MISSION WORK.

In seeking the good of the Indians, the churches
as arule do not encroach on one another's ground,
In mission work mnong the Indians, the Roman
Catholic, the Episcopalian, and the Mcthodist
Churches have the most honorable record. The
Presbyterian Church has done cownparatively little,
Its missions to the Indians are confined ta three
bands, and I think it could not now extend its
work without interfering with the werk of other
churches, a course from which it has always ab-
stained. - The Mecthodists have strong missions on
both sides of Lake Winnipeg, and along the Nelson
River, bésides their great Saskatchewan field. 1In
all _these” missions they are undisturbed by the -
rivalry of other churches. The missionaries of the

Episcopal Church are ta be found round the shores
of Hudson Bay, and as far west and north as the
Hudson River. Bishop Machray told me to-day
of boys who had recently come from the Mackenzie,
three thousand miles distant, to attend St. John's
school. What a conception that stmement gu €s us
of the vastness of Canada.

We think that Winnipég is far north and west ;' .
but boys who have travelled three thousand miles
south and east, every mile of it in.'‘Canada, have;
got only as far as Winnipeg! Probably their par-
ents ‘cannot conceive of 2 city. farther east- To
them Winnipeg must be at the, gateways of the:day.
Bishop Machray's diocese once. éxten e ;over;, the
whole North-West.  Itis now divided “into four—
Rupert’s Land, with some: thirty clergyinen, one-: /
third of these. bemg missionaries to the Indians;and’*
Moosonee; Saskatchewan,” and: /Athabasca) ~with!;:
about twenty clergymen, almost all of thpm more or.-
less engaged - in mission work )E&:ongf'fhe Ihdidifs}]
and halfbreeds.. Of co xﬁ
work Is carried ‘on ch:eﬁ}d 1!‘1661 Qeiher‘ i
cost “of - the tparent! Churchyg fu‘ﬁn dI ; M
Church is certainly doing “its. bly: 5d
the I ndla.ns age concerned.— Principal G'ranf.
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Correspondenge,

RITUALISM.

(T the Editars of the Church Guandian,)

Strs,—In your leader of last week, cntitled
“Ritualism and Romanism,” I notice the expression

—"the extremes practiced by a fow of the younger
clergy.” I think you are scarcely right in saymg
that the younger clergy in England are the extreme
wmen.  The same charge:has been made over and
over again, by Evangclical newspapers at howe,
and has been as often disproved by the Church
Times, and other papers.  Of the champions of the
Ritual cause, nearly all, if- not entirely all, have
been men of advanced age. 1 may just give the
names of Canon Carter, Mr. Lowder, Mr, Bennett,
Mr, Dale, Archdeacon Dennison, and- Dr: Nealt‘
Nor are Messrs, Machonochic, Enraght, and Green,
Jowrg men.  Your remarks are, however, likely 10
remove misapprehensions ; and if you will nllow me,
as one who has been much interested in the Ritual
movement, and who is able to appreciate its nierits,
as well as to noteits defects, I will snpp]cmmt
your leader with a few words concerning-the Ritu-
alists as regards their loyalty te the Church, It is
not too much te say thar the so-called Ritualists
are, ns a body, most truly layal to the Church of
B nghnd, as a branch of the Church Catholic. ‘Iiey
have proved themselves to be.  Except the Rev,
Orby Shipley, who was never a trusted wan; no
Ritualist clergyman of note and learning has gone
1o Rome.  The great body of men who went over
in Traciarian times were certainly not Ritualists.
Doctrine was the rock on which they found ship-
wreck, and because the Church of England repu-
diated them, and they were not‘],,)m\'e cnough 10
stay within her fold and fight the battles, they
drifted away. In these latter t)mes, the Ritualists
are upholding the Church cruse rgainst Rome on
tho onc hand, and against State encroachmients on
the other.  Dr. Littledale’s book is acknowledged o
be the most powerful weapon of defence against
Rome that the Church- has ever had. In 1t the
#rue Catholicity of Fugland is proved, and the fafse
Catholicity of Rome unanswerably shown. ~The
Ritualists have shown us how we may have a
Service with a pure Cathalic Ritual, and so they
win, and keep those whose instincts and education
lead them to Jove a ceremonious and symbolic form
of worship. The clergy also, who have lately been
incarcersted, have done a work for the Church
which poslcnly will hold in grateful remembrance.
The Erastianism in the Church , Was beginning to
make her a “very scorn of men.” No intelligent
person can fail to see that the Church has spinitua)
rights which the State cannot control. The civil
courts cannat summon and judge, rightly, the priosts
of the Church for ccclesiastical offences.  Thercfore
the Clergy who have gone to g1 have done so in
defence of the rights of the “rch, ‘They are
willing to “render unto Cresar the things which are
Ceesar's,® but cannot render o him the “things
which are Gor'’s.” It is almost needless to sa)
that their punishment was imposed Dbecause they
would nnt accept judgments which contradicted a
plain and unambiguous rubric of the Prayer Book,
I have hardly space to say in conclusion, that there
i~ a small party among the extreme men which is
undoubtedly faise to the Church. It is called the
“Order of Corporate Reunion.” Its scheme is
briefly this :—Its officers profess to hdave reccived
re-ordination from Rome and other quarters, To
any who doubt their orders in the English Church,
they offer to impart what they call valid ones. This
party is very small, aed i ln the subject of much ridh-
cule from both sides. Very little has been heard
from it of late, and it is likely, owing to the healthier
tone which Ritualism has taken of late, to entircly
disappear.

Apologising for taking up so much of your valu-
able space,

I remain,
Yours iruly,
“CaThoLicys.”
P S.—The Churchk ZTimes, the organ of the

Ritualists, has condemned the O.C. R. in most
severe tcams,

FREDERICTOND.C.S..

{Vo the Editors of the Church Guardian.)
" Siks,—In the GuARDIAN of the 10th -1nst., ‘you
give a list of Parishesin the Diocese of Frcdcnclon
that have raised during the year §Goo over all

| Church purposes, but you' d6 not include the Parish

of Burton; in which, as will be' seen by the Rector's
chorr,a. Glebe has becn "putchased for the sum of
Mrdoo. is ama as. beep -col) eted
in the Pam (mni n"s M{’ch \mf\‘tlie quoth
to:the] Rcctor’s snpend 'and’ contribution’ to the D.

.S,y make upa towl] cmt}zs..;; : Ffie{Church
nsequently, ni EXénths. of

: peoplc art few,
anshtoners,

the majOl'lt] of Wh n.re famers,,md by! no‘m
gea.llhy. b Thh‘; L r“ d[ dgaanhmg?l
Sountry Paristes wi ily, i tsum
fices have een mﬁde in ordet'to achievg this rébulr,
1 @make this -egplanation s sheict of justice-to the
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‘&thbm qQuestjoti, and < knojéing:also:that ‘you take -
lptcrest in" the};pugnﬂlm'work of “the -
Church in.this Dlopese/ 1732 3. & S
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